December 14, 1971 


Subject s Letters and bC records received from the .Archives 
2c: riles, EJtf JIG 

This note covers both my formal F of I requests to the Archives (and 
a related letter to if Iff) and a routine CD order. 


•refer to the Archives' letter of 11/10 to pie, my reply of 11/ JO, and ny 
original letter of ?/ 31. (The two latest are enclosed.) In ny latest letter 

!. responded only to what they had said, not th what was left out. to, some 
extra comments here. Jote that (aroer 3 months) they figured out a. rather 
inuolii ~eni way of using the guidelines without admitting that they are binding — 
that is, the exerrotions in the law are cited as the authority and basic reasons 
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reasons . This means that they did not cite requests of aother agencies as 
reasons , although that is obviously too reason on most cases. 

As you know, 2 have zhnnx item 1 and am also requesting it from the Justice 
Department . In connection with item 6, the uTJAC IHO file, xru?nrfari ei I enclose an 
■sxhx exchange with bid.', former l;? - ;i:.!AC. Their reply was prompt but just a form 
letter. i 11 also send a cony to the Archives, in case they really do not 
know what a futility ±x it is to ask other agencies to replace lost records (with 
some exceptions, of course.) Item 7 is really withheld at the request of the 
La. Jtato .olice. Item 10 is y s± not really that interesting to me. Item 11 
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get a reply to r ny appeal I will consider hu in sending this file to Jim L 


CD order: my letter of Dov. 1, 1971, reply dated 11/23, received 11/27 with 
25 pages of CD’s. 

Copy of both letters enclosed. 


CD 6, pp. 36O-I ; not sent; they 
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They arc noton ny list of what is withheld from this FIT CD. These arc the 
first two gages of sect Ion TXT, 'information received ro subject from xssian 
•snoassy, ..ashinqton, D. C." Tost of this section aopears to be transcripts of 
letters o'oenly turned over. Those ram os nav reveal sons sort of rdi cover or tau. 
i had armed for these 2 op. on ny last order; they wero left out with no co. P'icnt 
and I assumed, they had been omitted by mistake, Fvidently not. I think this 
has to bo pushed a bit; I MU do so on my next order, as soon as I accumulate 
enough pages to ask for. 

CD 171, 17?; re J. r '. xx Pocden'oerry, "Famous Far etc. I enclose a copy 
of all but the synopsis of CL 177, which you already have. Also an extra copy 
for by, who was sending this to someone (I forgot whom) in Dallas. 

As jess usual, I an sending the bald of this CD order to gy first, who should 
take That ho wants (or sake a request) and. forward ’the rest to Jig. 

I oddenoerry ma*~ b^ffor real and ~ now aycc T-rith ”■ g '■ *'_t tho load "•s worth 
chocking x± out. 

r qgj — a —r close the whole/ thins, incluriino "dd, 1—2 which you 0 Troady have . 
Perhaps HP would want to check whether LHC could have gotten the information 
from the phono book or a similar directory - I have a hunch that some of the 
organisations would not be listed - or, o.g. , that the address of the itussian 
paper would be given as F and. street rather than "Jeff orson .-.uilding . " I*ve got 
no time for this now. Harold, sned it to Howard if you wish and i’ll replace your 
copy. Qffhajfeid, 1 don’t recall and good explanations for Oswald s interest 
in such groups (also the :Tasi groups), ieird indeed. I wish the F 31 had checkod 
the files of tho organisations for Oswald s known aliases, or his cities of 
residence, otc. Can anyone come up with a ssum scenario making his interest 
part of ixdbs. his ±x£xxxe±x informant *s work': 1 

CD 351 : I now have all of what is available, except for p. 1 01' tho 12/3 
Mosel column. Fines Kb had some interest when I sent tho first pa go of each 
section earlier, I enclose a copy of all of it. It looks like Riesel had good 
sources but he may have just been reading the papers well. 



